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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 8, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated 

by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Kirkham US 

4582637. 

Kirkham teaches solid fixation of the radioactive-reprocessed product of Magnox 
fuel from the first generation of British nuclear power stations uranium metal fuel 
encapsulated in magnesium alloy cans (Column 1 , Lines 25-30). The radioactive- 
reprocessed product is fixated in cement matrices (Column 1 , Lines 48-51 ). 

Claims 3, 7, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kirkham US 4582637 in view of Noakes US 4416810. 
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Kirkham does not expressly state that the cementatious material is Portland 
Cement. 

Noakes teaches a radioactive material cement fixation process, wherein the 
cementatious material comprises Portland Cement (Column 1, Lines 41-50). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to perform the method of Kirkham including the use of Portland Cement as the 
cementatios material in view of the teaching of Noakees. The suggestion or motivation 
for doing so would have to fixate the radioactive material in a matrix that has good 
compressive strength, leach, and heat resistance so that it can be transported in the 
solid state and stored at suitable radioactive solid storage sites (Column 1, Lines 44- 
49). 

Kirkham does not expressly state that the nuclear material is placed in a 
container. 

Noakes teaches that radioactive cement fixation mixtures may be cast into 55- 
gallon drums or other appropriate size containers (Column 8 Lines 3-1 1 ). The mixtures 
are cured in the containers up to 60 days. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to form the process of Kirkham including radioactive cement fixation mixtures 
may be cast into 55-gallon drums or other appropriate size containers and the mixtures 
are cured in the containers up to 60 days in view of the process of Noakes. The 
suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been to reduce the possibility of 
inadvertent mishaps (Column 8 Lines 9-11). 
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With respect to claims 10-12, i is well settled that determination of optimum 
values of cause effective variables such as these process parameters is within the skill 
of one practicing in the art. In re Boesch, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

Claims 1, 4-6, 8, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated 
by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Hess US 5946639. 

Hess teaches that magnesium swarf generated from mechanically stripping-off 
Magnox fuel cladding from British gas cooled reactor fuel (Column 2 Lines 20-24). The 
swarf contains uranium and furnace slag (Column 2 Lines 24-26). 

Claims 3, 7, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hess US 5946639 in view of Noakes US 4416810. 

Hess does not expressly state that the encapsulating material is Portland 
Cement. 

0 

Noakes teaches a radioactive material cement fixation process, wherein the 
cementatious material comprises Portland Cement (Column 1, Lines 41-50). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to perform the method of Hess including the use of Portland Cement as the 
cementatios material in view of the teaching of Noakees. The suggestion or motivation 
for doing so would have to fixate the radioactive material in a matrix that has good 
compressive strength, leach, and heat resistance so that it can be transported in the 
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solid state and stored at suitable radioactive solid storage sites (Column 1, Lines 44- 
49). 

Hess does not expressly state that the nuclear material is placed in a container. 

Noakes teaches that radioactive cement fixation mixtures may be cast into 55- 
gallon drums or other appropriate size containers (Column 8 Lines 3-1 1 ). The mixtures 
are cured in the containers up to 60 days. 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to form the process of Hess including radioactive cement fixation mixtures may 
be cast into 55-gallon drums or other appropriate size containers and the mixtures are 
cured in the containers up to 60 days in view of the process of Noakes. The suggestion 
or motivation for doing so would have been to reduce the possibility of inadvertent 
mishaps (Column 8 Lines 9-1 1 ). 

With respect to claims 10-12, it is well settled that determination of optimum 
values of cause effective variables such as these process parameters is within the skill 
of one practicing in the art. In re Boesch, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James A. Fiorito whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7426. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am - 6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stanley Silverman can be reached on (571) 272-1358. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



James Fiorito / 
Patent Examiner 
AU 1793 





